The loss of white pine is part of a general trend that is occurring across the Cells present the proportion of the reservation study area in each land cover class.
Some columns in this table do not equal 100 percent due to rounding. * These data are derived from our analysis of 72 percent of the Bad River Reservation. ** In 1857, "Boreal Conifer" comprised fir and spruce species; in 1930 and 1987, this class comprised balsam fir-aspen. We group these classes together in the interest of making a comparison among the 1857,1930, and 1987 datasets; these are the most comparable classes. *** "Pine species" refers primarily to white pine in 1857 (90 percent of the quarter-sections dominated by pine were white pine; 10 percent red pine). In 1930, this class refers to red pine, rather than white pine.
In 1930, after the logging era, Bad River forests were dominated by early years old, which suggests that they had established through native regeneration, seeded by the few large white pines that had survived the lumber era. Since the practice of creating white pine plantations did not become widespread until the 1930s, and was never very common, these stands probably predate plantations.
Although the logging era strongly impeded white pine regeneration, the loss of white pine in the Great Lakes forest was not due to the lumber era alone. In fact, the slash fires that followed timber harvest of the logging era must have 
